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(1). ^ <T>t*l ] ^ cfiwfcq) I*PT 9? atwiRa, ?T»t ?;? 4ft ^<6ft fii l »?^q ^ < H^TS^ 

^ ?t?^ 4ft 4]^ % I ?fti;rq4^ ^ jrf^ 111^ ;)fj { 

(ii) . ^ 4 tH st>«M]McpTT]a<] % ar3?kt4? aiWlRd1?4rft4??Tft>^ft?WFT9fe4IcRffM(206%)fty?1W?W4 4?^4i>HTlt 

5R^4ft^ft I 

(iii) . ^ ^1W-^nsiftcI4f^ aft?4Sl^4f^ 9?ncFft % 3ft?ip|^4^4 5in?.4^lft 4yT (?fllj51Nl 
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4?^ij4» ?iftr4!q^f%ij^4yT9?5nqftRn7pn ft i 
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[Part III— Sec. 4] 


THl- GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


%\ 

(v). ^ ftyrn t ^ "mm aifoy ^ ^ ^ ^?ot ammw^ 

aft? ^ ^mgyrft iWl alhr ^ ^ramrl ^ 5n>Riift ^ ^ omj 1 

3.1. t^lftd wi^!rfftwnft^argm,^hp!t^yTy?mq?tifeg^ ^ ft w# ?rTeNl^^^fbq4ftyf^^^WTtiT i 

3.2. \3HqlMq)TtWl ^ 5R^ ^ ft^S ^F!I % ?5^ ft ^ ^ ^ «ft I ^ 

4. ft 7 aiTO, 2003 ^ A ?l59d ^!5nt ^ 8ft i ^ ^1593 gfT?ni| aft? ?iiifed 

d^'N'Uiail ftan^aiw w?^ ) , 

5. ???!ra aft iHxP*t<i^ 0 PT<h ^ amn? ir. ^ ftpFT ^ 3 rfrtR<w ?j]cht i 5 ?^ <i)^ ^ 

%m W ia(^’WH<>»lft5 9T^?ft»?wfty^lft?in^!Rft[ft>^3?T?ft PlHfelRadft^?f?^9ftft :- 

(y) SWR * 

(t) aiftcTi<002 ^ ara^. 2002 ?ra> ?trt *Ti? ft> ar^* wit ft> mm a? ?i)a ^ 12 am aft wit ara? aft asrar 

aai aft? ^ aaa? aft 2002-2003 ^ 55^ aaftt arai an ftaK %m aar «n ^ f?ft wit-arar ^ aft 2003- 

2004 afta-2004-2005 ft» ftia ftt, 5a ^ aftf 4 ye^WH ftf aiftfiRT ^ ft» aiM? a? ?i?fMt ft? mj ar^aiPia ^ 

f^aaiaa { 

(») aft 2002-2003 ft 7 am ^ ai^fta) wit arar ^ anai? a? iifir fta ^l?Ta \Jcaiad ^ aw aft aft sft ^ ^ ^ dtMKd 
^ aata! m ^ yfePife am ftrar aar ft, aft 2003-2004 ft> fea wnaann ft am? ^gai? ^ 3i^[am aft! fip^ aai ft 1 
^■aft ftta aftt ft» iftpaai? 3ft?m waaana ftJ 5 ?^a ^ ft ( 

(iii) ft ?ftft3t^ mt. ft? fexj 5iftf at^ 5Ra5T aifft^rfta? ^ ?Tf^ arn aft aw ftt jRga aft ft i a? agaft ft? 
^ a? a? aft am? aar ft 3ft? ^ ?rftt fjpftt ft? ft?tj a? % 3»RiR<w dt^dKaft a? aaft^ ftmr 

anaa! I 

(nr) amsw / wm. ^a? % acajsr aif^fta? % Tpa^qm ft ajiaftci a?? ftt aft ft 1 aftw wm aft 

2001-2002 ft? aftftm ft af^T^m aiftyiRal 3 ft? aitf^rRat % ftaa aft? aft, «fm?T aft? wann % ana ttra, 
taa ft?m f^tr, warn Pffer, ^.a^. #rfe anf^ ftft y^ji-nPia) m ^ ylcAfeca wft ft i 

(v) act*^H a? ^ a? aft aaifft :;ign feaftaa ai^ ftt ?TaKff ft aatfe jt ft ?aft ftmftt ft> tia; 192% ^ 
a?ft?mm^?ft>w^ft i ^ 

(vi^ qftftaffta? wr? ft> ar^^n?, 5fiT%i a? / arrwf^Hi amif^ ftaift ^ ?mftEm 25 aft 2001 ^ 

g«? ftna a>?R ft> ?n«t fW aar «a ^ ^ aw sr^maft ft> ampftaa ft 22 20(tt ^ ai? 5a; ?refl^ aai 

an 1 

(^) ?a mrft. gar? 

(») fttaafttS ft aaraT ft ?aaHi aspit, ^waa anat, ftame sftfi ciaii ^?am ant^f ^ wit ft? f^, aaft aft? 

ft -ifdlqR<4 ftj afwn ^mift aft? ^a?!ft srtnd-il ^ 3?TwrwT ^ ft fismftj ftw? fta ftam 

mift ft i 5T?i 5f?g3 ferj at? atr^ ft a? ft^t ft ^ ^ ftt ijft xjm jrawft ft> ^ aa ft 

?5.18/-5r& ^ ^!R war as^n ft t 

(ii) ?ft aft? 5ar^ % f^. ^ aft e^t ami, wi a? m? ^ 2002 ft aam? 2002 yelW eat ^ arai 

ft> aimR a? af^aifftR? ^ aft ft [ 2002 ft aam? 2002 ft ssfW eft ftt ?i^, ftt aft 2002-2003 % ftpj 4,33,000 ea ft, 

^siEiR aift aft ft I ^iwft ftt ^ ft 2,40,000 ea tRJ ftt ^ ftiftt aft ft ftt aft 2003-04 ft» ^ 6,73,000 ea wft 
ft aft? aft 2003-04 % 6% ^ ^ wft ?maa 700000 ea fttftt ft t 59 >t? aft 2002 ft am^ 2002 yamm 

ft> jmfftm ea-?iisai aw ft ftt aft *ft 1 

iiii) yfii aa a? ^ ai?a^ afftpna ^ mm a? a? am? aai ft irfci ea yfii aa a?, ftt wit ftt, «fewa ?a? a? 
??. 3.60 ft tftaiw^fttfftaft^??. 4 /-'yf^ea^ 3 #aa?M^^ aftft l a? ?ifft fftftRaiaft ft ^aci siftia 
?Tfftftftt?ftaaa^9Tficfft%^ftlftftjamai?af^f^ft?Tarftf?9a^wjftt f 

(iv) aawft ya ywift ft? ftara fftii? a^ aft aw aaft? ft? anqi? a? jRaw aiaa 

srPfqjpefcf aft aft ft t ftlyaftt ft? ?iajr ^ ft ftt aft aftsi wia, sirwt ft ?^ft>6>R[a 3 ft? ?ft ys w y^ncift ft? ftta 
ai^ aft ftt afi? wift? aia ftt ya am wia aft, yaiciat ?T%a ?ft aft ^ ft> aaifta ftPim yarafat ft aaftfea aft 
aftft t 

(V) ft 3n<ftK>trt ?T^ ^gaaift ft. ?ft^^a»ft^ ft yRtvtddt ftftt ^ ft>a^ yaipiat ft? feia fft?ai ^ aft? ?ft aft 

a^yamiatftfl^aftt f 


[Mmiii—'^P>g4] 




m 


13L 


(i) 


^ ^ ^ ^ ftcPi # 'Hi*!rf flfPnf <hff% % arg^TR cNr! fty^ B \ 

^Pw> ^*<HI 

vmf 

^rwBi 


lifiF#* 6*1^ 
1 


AW^ 

211^ 


ft\^<nr>»t ^ ftifir arnfer 30 2001 cW ^ iffSPW ^ 5% ggs 9 J MPt4> cPWf ^pj ^ | ^ 

^p^Nssm ^ opw 90 ^ «^«w /^PTcf^ <RF ^ 3JT alk ^ 2003 if ^ ^ 

141 ^ fnfn ^ ^ ^P? ^ I ^lft» 4^ 3Pimq^ ?rS dPMd y4RT4> ^ <MW if »t ? 41<t^ ^ 

^ 3r??TB3131 I 


^ ^TWRI ^ferfl 4Sf^ if 58 «»*«V «Pff *^, ^ '^4<t^ IJ^T^fXfpf^f ^ ■M>|ltt, ^ 

^il**r4Wp j 

w«ff ^ ^ ^ ^ ’Pff ^ fliifft) T78 iPTr gfn f ^ Vf&H t It 

3pfi ^ jTTRf 3if<ff>4« SR sm i 

v3><«tV tqnM ^ ^RFfff ^ ^ WR. ^ 30ETR wi ^'4»f ^ feng ^4fyg ipt^ 

3-w>Rwf^ $ ^3^20)3 

3fRIrTSJRR^^^r%i?^j^^^ I ^ 2001 ^ 2003 % ^ ^?Tf>wif ^ ^ ^ ^ 50% ^ 2003 ^ ^ 

<a^ » ^H 4 f gw ai^i^ 

2005^^ 4iJ*»4f<?f ^^^m*iifwnfsH?!^. \ 

B*?#PFffeff ^ ^ afrj ■JJGR S^IRHf % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1?^ ^ W\ yTR?: 

^ * ^<*Vtq>TfWf ^ cT^ t %, 4'4ffi(> ^ S'flrtn ^ arm wga ^Rwq t ^ ^»ir ^ 44 /- }ifii ^ 

Wtl^^^3rafcFT^?rTO^3nqR^^J^5?3lfta45f|3fhf 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if 3rfef ^rr^ %r aroiftci ^ if ^ % ttctw ^ fiprffer 3mra fwi 

7. ^ ^ fe-ilcn 16 3R^. 20033f^ ^ ^ sm aR% jr«fR if ^ ^gaR / ^ipy # I B^^mjRga W‘ 

fp^'H?^ t:- 

(i) ^ 1^%^ ^^ ^^PwWm^aryirfe^fesp^spi? I^if 7 . 50 ^^ 

^ f^ ^ gRI ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ } 

(ii) ??rRTf^ ^ ^fR^ TfR vj'i«VicDTifeft % ftpj 3rra>^ ipn^ ^ ^ f^;iRy ^3 2003 % 

5 ^ ^Wdct ^ jraTeplf ^ 41^ if tl ^ i|?t ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ } ffTftni ^ aft? wra, ^Nf soft ’HWM ^inff % ^ if, jmicplf 4Pf 5^^ 

^ 4R^^, 40/-^ # Tjq ^ ^ ai^qf?j^ TRH ^ 1^ ^ } 

(•w) ^ aO? ^ ^ atwPfd «fryA ^ ftp? «tPfviff 3#|? aiqWl ^ fti^ ^ 6/- llftf 

^ 45t 9Wlftd «41^d crft ^ ^4i4t % Frgf 4Rif % ftf^ ftsiR ftlRII vSfTJ I 

8 . ^5raRwi^^ RR^^ ^f#Ri,feqr^^5nftraR^^^^Rfem%fWTii>TOro^ f fe^iWf aft^ g^ 

f^^?i^%lTR-;35T®TwrftRHwf^3r5TP^^^JTP^ wwwlarifiauthority^ ^i?f s 3 »? 9 !W^ I 

WiH} m ^ ft^ mR if arftR ^ ^ ^ TO w SRT 3ff^ ft?sn ^ ^ t 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^fftpf wfl 3fOW=T^ ^ ftpf fSRiSf arr^ gJf ^ ^ jnfe^ 

gRI afftiffed ^Ti[ ^ ^ t ^ ftei^ ^ ^ ^ 1^1^ W*TF^ wflSH % ^PR aR>R 1 ^ ftip 

3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftR XJ^P ^ #»fF ftqfftH 4^ ^ Sft f ^ ^sffgP? if, 5 ^ gRT 

^ ^ ^ 30^1^. »T??3tR ^ aiftrfJr^ % SREJT^ SRnfEf 5^ 

1^* f«F^ ^'«N ^ BtWf-tf ^ af^^TR <7t*»^ a»f %Rfl if *IIWI ^ I fiNW f«WVl ^ ft?^ ^ ^PR 

ftpnwgenn^gTpg^g^^^piften^ i 
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[Part HI— Sec. 4] 


(ii) 


(») 


(iv) 


(v) 


(Vi) 


(vb) 


^ ^ Jim ^ ^ t t i|, ^ ^f7?n ; 

sra crffs ^ 3W ^ if^ JtFR # I efJ^ATI ‘JtJW'll % ^>pit JIFf^B 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I $'H(oJ^{ ^V{«i4><n 9?w-i 9xnci^ ^ ^ an^ % prtt^ 

^ I ^wRr ^ fv3a[ ftrm ^ $, ^nftjff? % ^ ajflr # 

Wctnl % Wif intwn 'itPt<?>l # an^ ^^yifR ” ifif^ f 

^ ^ ^ ^iSR ^ ^ ^ ef I ^ ^f? *41 ?SRi $ ^ Phr^ % 

^ ^ ^ ^ w^J ^ $ I y wiftri qyH»*t ^i^t IfRl 5 ^ga f^RT "^RT %, ferfiFT fwRTt % 

P>5^1y »t ^TFT Titfitct # I ^ ^ # aTEFRf viTr^ PlErtr^ ^ ^fg? %in 

% ^ ift W(^ m fW ^ 1 ^15 RR wi %, 3PHIVJ ^ 4 ?RrP ^ 

HfR-JiPiir <^f»Kt ^ ^pr%a #f yR 3f^c^ ^ 3 RR ! ^ 3fm ^ ^ 4 tW wfFff I % j?r 

R5T jgcsp ^ ^ gm ^ ^ 5, cm ^ ^ 5rg^ ^ 7nrr;n :4 ^ ar^to argj^ 

I- 

3ft? ^fW ^ PwR-fipfff % ^ ffT gyR ^TETR ^frm^ Wftg ?i^ mi# 11 

^ *frRi»Prq» jn4t(H\% ^^yffx fePr^i ftHfl % foR arnTR-WIHift ^ ^Pm-7T*m ^ 

^iPwl^gn^ % f«s* 5 *jr^* iA^^ Pw>^ I 'rr^ aiRw? jif?! sg ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^’TR w ^ ^ sfiRRmi ^ ^ jPTF^ ^ ^ ^ 

’ft $ 13rt8raRR ^ vif«fi^i*j*Ttfeft ^ M ^rft 5 ^ ^ f mift ^ jr 

I 



.■-'• ••«'•- -'-■-tv'** '"'V-' 

M simtcft Tw ^ gRT qft ^ ^ramr r^r, ^gft 

aPFTW ^Imtw wftft JTtmr^’R.^^ftni^ 

’R. ^ aim9w ^ ^ fli^ ^ ^p%9( # mprft I 

1 ^cTOi t iRmifiP 
ft arRm^ 206%# M S^ifiia # «S^ m A ^ ^ # 192% rp ucift ^r tmw w# ^ 

^ I ^ ^ 1K% # M ’R ^WRcf ^ ^ ^ Hifira^ iRRm # 

^ ^ «rf^. ^ % w ^ ^tfk^ m ^ 

imw lapTmTO# ^pi. wilfed sricRicmi yftt>i}4)^ 

’R anq^, ^qftoijij #7 3 }^ g>i m^qf)pp # 
mim ft # ^th RRtf #ttc# ^ g>pft 
?**m-qi*Pi ^ TmpjftwTcT 1#? mift ft 1 ^ 
" # 315^ ft ftim^ g^f# ft#7T 
R’l # ^ ft aft? ^Tift 


iraR' 

JPqyR yR ^ ft Ijim 

iram’*! ft . OT#w i^bfl ft 

% «giIFP| ft 36 ^ I 

’R^ iTRm qjftqfiw # ^ # ft I ^ 

qmift I 




vjriiql # an«ft^7fR^;% ft ijqR ^W9I 

^ jmn m7#12003 _ 

3nfft ^ ^mpft % TiPd^ 

230%#^##^ftmr^ w I 



» ftn? affTaftg TigNOp #? qRspR 

% ftm #1 
#ft I^I'WWHHf^Wft I 


3lftl W e# JIRTlftm # # I ^ IJ 1^41717 JJITJ 

m ^ m*ft ## Tlfftcl ftlj, qpicl, iron, 4H8H 

w in aft? m?mH ^ trftziKmft % 
an 

ft, ?w ft jm^tR 

W 16 3m^. 2003 ft» 3?ft ?q 5RT aigftq ftmr ft fip 
inJ4’P?#t, 2003 % »mjm ft 





['IFT m—TBrw 54 ] 






^ ^ w irmw %m tir t ng nft ^r»wt api^^R^ ^ m ^ firo ^ wrgpft^ 

insula I dwft wtiUl^»n*f^^ure ^ ^t. ^ii?fts#iifttfram^^ft5ir.^^ 

I ^ nm ^ ^ ^ ^ cptA I 

swf^ % ^ ^ ^ ^ ftnn xiiRir t ?& fn ^ ^ ^ ftiq g?raR-«it*4 ^ # wn % 

^ #.4IM Wdl ^ I 

# I %^5fe?RRn^5wn#^ V4w 3raicpftTTcfT^4ft’0!Ffl^|^^W^^ i 

^ ^ xpw sraM>A % ftpj w# 3Wf?p» uPra^J # ^ ftn sftr ^ jwrft ^ 3 Pn# it ^ tmfr TOPn 

< 13 !^ ^Nt I 

(X) 4k{^^^lAlW^8W4^ft?ltvl6aW^2003^OT^. 4(V-!lftr^ft.S. 

^ 4xirt VT «3?tn ftFEjT «ff I ^w ^41 vr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftj5 % fenf il!^ 

cTPW- ftq^ TOW ^ # I % 5 ^ ^ j| ifFRT ^ ^ 4 ^iim ^ fw ww it jwf^ f ^ aq »tm 4 Htf ^^»ifi iii ^ j 
013 T 11 X surrt vr ywH ^ t (^FrtSt amfti fw ^ ^ jrto safe atk I^pW iwR^sft | 

fetRft a^t 11 wmRw?^ # w JWI5P# ^ ftfR «ife»t aft an^^ ^ ftn? ^ ^ 

#3 ai^i# aaFT iR^ aSt a«i^ 11 

W) #aaaar 3raR^%^3Pff4t^a<fea^a^^ijtaf t- ^a^sreiRH^^^.40/- si^ift.?. ^aH#a3Rn^ 

I ^3iaRafRp<ran»fta^%aw1Ma/3irfe inward ^fe^jnrrft itft^a^^,anr4^.40/- 

3rf^ ^.c. a^ aa Rift av% VT SRna fear I aF#v sroTci^ ^ ^ ar^ ar TOPTi 9a, ^ aito srn^rv 

t I 5 Rr n«c ^ ^ fR feiftr if aRx, anar^ a^nff % fltaa A I jirfe jraicp# % ftrj amtfer 

aaaia^5raTan#^aaftaRaaR^I^,a>. 4(V-9f^4lt.7.afti;a’?ia7an^a(tRRFtt 1 

(xi) # aa wjraianft % ftia aai^^aiftrifan, ^rttaaftit % 3 ^ irataHt % ^ ai. 6 /- 9 % aft aa at iwia a^ an 1 

5’Wiafeai|(^!i*naa5RaiHtaftaaPRaft%fefa/ jnfe%^a?ftfR3i»Ba^, 3.75 jfe ift.?E^ fti arn^a 1^ 
a^y»RT4tfe a araam alf I, aai aw^ ft ftt aftaR af ftl Rift aa aras# t I aft s^ ft ^ ft nrai anasffe Raft % ftnj 
aniaAcwftt/ai^^iftaaf ftfttftjaritaRrftasia^ftxrfeatft I aaansrftftatnrftfeftnafttHasftt/ eift.afftrR 
giaa«nft.a y.yt-5feftt.g. aftaa^#Tr4^5roaan y CT ^R<ft tafk3ia3rfftg3n:aftfaRRaai!iRRftia^ ^ 
^ ^ aai R iwia aft anaftfe aiaft fti aftvaftd fti rw aft sro aiaft ft aiaianr Rft 1 aa? 3 * 33^1 ft, a*naftt 

fts Hi*iJt ft ^ 9311 ^ 5 RJR aRft aft ftfe aas fti na^ aft ai jftta*! swr feai rrh ft 1 

^'^^* i«^t^^ ^cPfta!»TaftR^ana^atatfti5R^^Tfta/ awet cia^feaftftiaw^ftaft aawiWRnRafi; 

Ria I ^Ti •q'laftaiaataaatft^^aiftsMiPKt <<'c*mftanfeTaiaftftr^fi^aRftaaftT!Rar3^aniTfei 

aawfer^t taft a rg ft t ftf i fea t Rnnt I 

ftt^aftit aro iRaiffe ^ ana aia^ ft. aa ^oftai feai aai t fe ftt aa w snna " aiftt anam anftaftt / aigjifttftt afta 
feftt ry^/4y«ft «Jl »awaft Lftatraiftt<tR^anint“ HM i <jviiiijft tftRaftyawfttftftftgt^ftnftitft^ 
ftittfea ^ a pfiaaaR wift awi aa*c aww t ft^am ftti^aftS ftrfttciaftiTiii^aftRiHftaRft 
y. wt% j^i^^<»fenft*Hfeaa^ aaa'a3nHaftwiRafttR»fRRaaaTsana^5mtgwftifeiaafta?aia^ftRnia 
Rvft I ft^ aRHfei ^oftenaftaft aa aaifft fti ftiftfei feat! RRfi ft fe aft aft W affam anftafti sfta 
Pfftlw Riftafttfti tabcR ft Irm a# aaj^ Ift»(i Ri^ft rw ftt aa aR iraw^ ^ ftia afftaft it Raaaft ftara feai RiaR 1 

(j«f) ^ aa ay iRwftI % aftfa ft. #<yiitftiS ft aiyftaft aa. aran ft^ afftaft fti aftt aftt aa aa 3 ftRnga oPiift an inana fear 

1 1 aa a* iw^Na Raam I # anft aa anrtt t i?wiftamft,aiaiaaftaft»3ifttaR. 4/-sfitftt.a:.aftaai«fta3n?n*T 
aapi Rxft R T yww feai ti aaiaft ataxiwi ft fti anftagftr ^ aiyna ariftawia awa aa. ftfan ftt anft afir 

aaaa^ftiamaa. 3.60 5feftt. ^ RKR :t i -^ft”t ftat aR aft ai#iR asfe awa ft aft 4/- sifti ftt.t. ^ awft^ i 

Raftai t iiR^ftaaaiaai^ftfei^RRrTt I 

^ aa Riftg RTO jwtfftR t fe ftii4 fti fta ^ # aniftt aft awa-fttai. aft SfriftaRR gtat fea aa atrapa | 

feifa fti aR ft ^ RPi^tftl I 

(w) wftftt^Rta^anstftfefefta^a^Rq, aRamftft^pftferafftt^aR^aafnaftftftt iaftaaft€t, al^ aaarft I 

^ aiiaaaaRi#%aiavaaafeRRa aft^afawartf I 

(xrt) aai iwaa ft anftvi ftr aiaa fti aiRaa ft afe^aar "A fftfe ft at aft aft aiafft hr fta aftftt t araft fti ; 

ftiaaifeaaftaaftai^wfttafttanaftftanaftt i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PARTin—S hc. 41 


3^17 '*S’f JRtn 3^1? ^ 3TOR ^ ^ 3I^PV7^. WT ^IRf % ^i;n PT i|, ^tcP^ 

% 3Tg^. ^ ^ 3?^ 3ft7 ^ 3n# ^ wftw 

5T3r 3aBjf3 % 3n?n3 ^ aigiitj;5! 53JH ^PTtTT 11 


3T. ^T. ^ReiK, 3Pn2reT 
[f^qiN=f III/IV/143/2003/3^0 ] 


^sp3m~y\\ 




3 R1«iraion 

(i) 3raTcP^ ^ ^ gSt ^ 


wM. 


8 ^ 4514Rft # 4lft9rf*I4» 44 (w4 ^) 

1. 

OT4 4l^ h44«<p 

725.37 

2. 


626,02 

3. 


513.13 

■ 

*1^ 

517.48 

5. 


491.71 

6. ■ 

Ri*nci il4 

486.44 

■ 


513.17 


(ii) ?rft3Pt 3f?r gni? 47 cftt^ ^ 3f^, srara^ ^ feti mm ^ afi^ qiftfliftwft 47 192% ^ iwr! 

45T ^'IdH 4Mt^ I 

(iii) (4>) qNl (ii) W 

’T^f I 

(?g) ^ ^ ftfFfl. ytfic+ii ^ y^wn 5ift4st ^ feni 7,50 sfe »tt.c. % 

y*TK ^ '^Man 4>^ I , 

(iv) ^ ylr?!??*!, 4!«lft4»l 37, STfnT 3R1 ftnn «11k!MI I 

(v) vivtfr'Wdfeft ffRT 3W[^ % g*i?TH / 5KI 3;itrai 4^ iA 4N^ ^ ^TW-^ % fenj 4^-«in3r ^ h»ir ^ % ftpj 

^'{HM % 3IUH4-1 j 1 3^ yi<Wtd1 5RI ^nftjtT I 

(vi) 5RT ^ ^ 3Sr#rft4d ^ 3ll4)(44>dl ?il ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qiwlq^p 

■’ft SRI ^ ^|4I I 

(vii) yfti ^ 4^ 4fl 4»»Pii ^i*T4,4>i*t 4R^ % 3*1141 % ai^WR aiTEiR-'HiHil w «*fT*il'»iH ^ fe*iT v>iiv*n awtd ft^T 4n*I % 

mt «Rft 4514 3J4tlRW)l ^ ^ I aneiR ^IFlift ^ ^ iITcft % ftl# ^ *St.e, 1IR 4f ^ ^ ftw! V1R*1T I 

(viii)^JBi^^aiTito4^^^^sfii4*14^4^1 wnaft?awtWamnf^aRigtwl7^9%I 

(ix) ^ 4 ci4rtlf^ 44 *1^, 3ig?n? 31^14 31^7 4f?icft4>R>ftri 41^ i 

(x) 4fl 4nft ^ q-'f 4>r d'H<lSl WTS ^414 fifRIT 4IR*II ! OR ipift ^ #fl. 44 asfr? ainWi % ^4o! 4o4> 

v>fci*<Td1 ^ 1^ ci^l4 ife*T ^ l«h<(i 4n?n ^ (xTCf ^(1944 ^ AnwR 44i ^) flft ^HkTI winj^ I 

(xi) f?m^T54^/fV4^/^ftffWl4ft^M43l^'ncft5ftl4T?l4H3 54lt3T4l*ppft;^3^^3l4»l?WI^Wil3lfe4J%ftl*J4t 
Rc^lo^t ^ cldRl ft)<n '*ii'{Mi I 

(xi) sfrT 313^1 ufrRH 1 §4i 3^4ci^ cNld wITW ^ ^ 4T 41 ^ aiftwigaft % fcT! 2 4^1 ?MW ftsfll wlUPn I 
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*IR-2. ftlpiqff«i ^ »WwQt*l iWKH 



t) 

fM*T/ jnftf 


(v) 

'HRIWt «|4jf 

40.00 

(w) 

*f9^J tppft. apwp all? 

ci*t>'4^ / ^ pI^ 

03.75 


1. v^t 3Pinf 3inncTan^?«^t3ft? 

Pl<jiQ % HIW4M ^ ftnjr ^ aicPT ’T^f ^anrj*!? i 

^ ^ ^ ?iTftcr 5!#f t I sfcT ^ ji\r«i«^, snn, fJpk / 5nf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 'ii»<{4l a#l7 5TO ^ ^ TI5 tjtp 5RRt % aifiiftw ^ % i 

3. vjH'<W %3ift!ft^#^5n?i5Rt%5if^^aifim ^it 

«ng^ sri jfcr %bw ^HHi<^^fiid^^srr^ i£ h/ g*raHa#t7ftcw^ 
ttpt^ 4 ?jii®.anwi ^ ^*raH ^ wpt ^ jr^ c7T^?tift ftnr jra»R SRt ^ ' ^hh % siejir -1 # ^ 

I 

4. 'f^^’S'tl 5TO ^ ^ >9ifeR«w «ff*ras-f5T # 3fr4W*?n ^ % aifciRvw. ^ni J!rPig>t ^ % wr ^ gr??Tf^ 

^ 5RI ^ #IT f 

.5. 5^ 4)i(2m jixuciTi % f^, zr^ ^ 71^ # yinji^ ^ # TI5 trqs jraiepft % ?!Pj_f i 

8. ^1"^ ypft # 3 tP^ / f?pfa vr^ ^ m ^ ftn? ^rript ^ 5rgH 4 % felt? • 

vmjMi I 

7. ^ ^ ^ ppk / tM cRT^ # 3*gq% 4t t, ^ iff5n ^ w 5rai5m # if ^ 5mR ^ 

I ^ Himi f® ^ ^ Pnk «#f ^1^ t ^ % wfira)f ?>t fJpij ^ vTcran *1 cir? ^ 11 


TAWFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOnnCAIlON 

'Mumbai, the 4tfiNovember, 2003 


l*X,1 fr““ '”'''“* “™*'™** “"^ “t* "f•*■' Mai" P»rt t™« Ac. 

of lei f ,r sLf J’ ^ "®^ AuUlorily for Ktojor Potts hereby approves Ute proposal of Ihe CheniMi Port Trust for retisioii 
ot levy f.^r Sleved(jnng activity as in the order appended hereto. r«-''ision 
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SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/8^3-CHPT 


The Chennai Port Trust Applicant 

O PER 

(Passed on this 22nd day of October 2003) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) for 
revision of levy for Stevedoring activity. 

2 The CHPT has stated that prior to the merger of the Chennai Dock Labour Board 

(CDLB) with Chenfei Port Trust, the erstwhile (3tH.B cjEHTied out stevedoririg operation and cdtected 
levy for supply of labour. Subsequent to W merger, the port (k>ntinued to follow the rates prevailing 
prior to the merger for supply of the cargo handling ted>our. in pursuance of the Order of this Authority 
in the general revision case and also as regards Section to the CHPT in one of tf»e jdnt hearings held 
on 4 December 2002 to come up with a separate levy structure for onboard stevedoring operation, the 
CHPT has submitted a proposal for comprehensive revision of stevedoring levy. The main points made 
in its proposal are as follo\^i 


(i) . Commodity-wise per tonne stevedoring levy structure excluding piece rate incentive 

has been proposed based on the actual expenditure of the Cargo Handling Division for 
2001-02. The stevedores will also pay the piece rate incentives to the CHPT. 

(ii) . The calculation of time rate with uniform percentage levy (206%) is also furnished as 

an alternative based on the request of some of the port users. 

(iii) . In addition to stevedoring levy, the port has proposed to increase the Clearing and 

Forwarding charges (C&F charges) for C & P operations. A sum of Rs.4/- per tonne is 
proposed to be colfected, towards piece-rate incentive for C&F operations In addition to 
C&F charges. 

(iv) . Some of the Port Users desire to continue the current levy structure of time rate with 

percentage levy instead of switching over to p>er tonne levy. 

(v) . The CHPT has decided that the per tonne levy structure would be more transparent 

and beneficial not only for the Port Users but also for Importers and Exporters and may 
also contribute to reduce the cost of stevedoring. 


3.1. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the CHPT proposal was 

forwarded to concerned user organisations for their comments. 


3.2. A copy each of the comments received from the users was sent to the CHPT as feed 

back information. The CHPT did not furnish any comments despite reminder. 


4. A joint hearing in this case was held on 7 August 2003 at the CHPT premises. At the 
joint hearing, the CHPT and the concerned users have made their submissions. 

5. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the CHPT was requested to furnish 
additional information / clarification on various points. After reminders, the CHPT has furnished the 
following comments in response to our queries: 


A. Stevedoring Charges: 

(i) . The projection for the quantum of cargo throughput for the year 2002-03 was made, 

based on the actual for 7 months from April 2002 to October 2002 and proportionately 
increased to 12 months. The same quantum of tonnage was assumed for the year 
2003-04 and 2004-05 with some modifications based on the expected tonnage likely to 
be handled during these years. 

(ii) . The average output per gang was arrived at based on actual for 7 months during the 

year 2002-03 and no further improvement in productivity for 2003-04 has been 
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assumed as the output taken is fairly representative. It has also furnished the 
commodity-wise average productivity for the last three years. 

(iil). The CHPT has furnished working of direct wages and night allowance per shift for 
stevedoring charges. The piece rate has been excluded for the purpose of arriving at 
the rate and the same is to be collected at actual over and above the proposed rate for 
all commodities. 

(iv) . The indirect cost has been allocated, commodity^wise in proportion to the direct wages 

of each commodity handled. The indirect cost represents the Administrative expenses 
like salary and allowances to the staff and officers, bonus and other welfare 
expenditure, medical expenses and contribution to pension fund, gratuity fund, CPF 

etc., arrived at as per the Annual Accdunts for the year 2001-02. 

(v) . The analysis indicating the existing rate and the proposed rate may not be relevant as 

the CHPT has accepted a uniform levy gf 192% for all the commodities. 

(vi) . As per the wage settiement, the revision of piece rate / need based manning scale for 

CHD workers was made alongwith merger settlernent dated 25 May 2001 and the 
same was once again revised on 22 April 2002 with the approval of the competent 
Authority. 

B. C&F Charges: 

(i) . The CHPT has stated that apart from stevedoring, certain cargoes like general 

cargoes, bagged cargo granite blocks, iron and steel etc., involves loading and 
unloading operations in the wharf and plots for which separate gangs are posted area- 
wise. The statistics furnished by the CHPT show that it incurs on an average Rs.18/- 
per tonne towards wages for C&F operations. 

(ii) . For C&F operations, the quantity for one year has been arrived based on the workers 

engaged and the tonnage handled from June 2002 to November 2002. The tonnage 
handled from June 2002 to November 2002 has been taken as the base which is 
4,33,000 tonnes for the year 2002-03. The expected increase in view of food grains to 
the tune of 2.40.000 tonnes has been added which comes to 6,73,000 tonnes for the 
year 2003 04 and 5% Increase for the year 2003-04 which comes to approximately 
7,00.000 tonnes. Similarly, for plot operation the tonnage handled from May 2002 to 
October 2002 was taken into account. 

(iii) . As per the actual working of the piece rate, It is found that the piece rate per tonne 

irrespective of cargo works out to Rs.3.60 at the maximum level. After taking Into 
account service tax. an advance rate of Rs.4/- per tonne is fixed. This amount is only 
an advance from the employers, which will be adjusted against the actual bill after 
completion of C&F operation. 

(Iv).' For C & F and Plot operation, the direct cost has been arrived based on the number of 
workers posted and their wages. The indirect cost for CHD, taken as a whole, was 
initially apportioned between the stevedoring and C & F operations and then C&F cost 
has been allocated to different operations under C&F including plot operation 

(v). At the joint hearing held at Chennai, the CHPT has accepted the p^’centage levy only 
for stevedoring operations and not for C&F operations 

(Vi). The C&F gang has been deployed for the C & F operations as per the manning scale 
agreed in the merger settlement and also recovering charges from the port users. 

Manning Scale 

Cargo Manual Mechanical 

General 1 Maistry + 6 Mazdoors 4 Mazdoors 

Bagged 1 Maistry + 6 Mazdoors 2 Mazdoors 
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C. Other information 

(i) . 9 workers per hook were posted for ancillary work at container terminal till the date of 

privatization i.e., upto 30 November 2001. Nearly 90 workers were rendered surplus 
on account of privatisation of CT8 and 141 wprkers were retired under ,VRS introduced 
during 2003. As there Is no redundancy, the question of using revenue share from 
private terminal operator does not arise. 

(ii) . The balance In the general reserve on the date of merger was Rs.58 crores, which has 

been transferred by erstwhile MDLB to CHPT to take care of the WRC arrears, 
contingent liability for DL8 workers and also for the VRC employees’ payment. 

(iii) . No cross-subsidisation has been envisaged for cargo handling operations as this 

activity is independent of the port operations. Cross-subsidising the CHD activity with 
the surplus received from other port activity may not be appropriate. 

6-1. After consulting the users, the CHPT has proposed a mutually agreed formula to freeze 

the base time rate on wages. The objective of the formula is to freeze the base time rate as of July 
2003 on which levy will be calculated to enable the users to offer a fixed rate to the EXIM trade. 50% of 
the increase in wages that occurred between the year 2001 and 2003 is proposed to be applied on the 
base time rate applicable as of July 2003 to freeze the base time rate for further 2 years. The validity of 
the frozen time rate is proposed to be from the date of approval by TAMP to October 2005 or revision of 
Scale of Rates of the CHPT whichever is earlier. 

6-2- The CHPT and the users have attempted to workout the rates to be levied for C & F 

and plot operation. The users have argued that the port should not increase the current rate of Rs.44/- 
per tonne to Rs.56/- per tonne as the income from this operation is negligible. The port has countered 
that it has proposed the rates based on the cost of operation and any reduction in the proposed rate 
and change of levy from per tonne to gang-based rate would affect the port revenue. The port and the 
users could not arrive at mutually agreed formula for C & F levy. 

The CHPT vide its letter dated 16 October 21003 has suggested certain modification to 
its proposal. The points made by it are as under: 

(i) . Fixing of cargo handling levy at 192% of wages may be approved. The special levy as 

already ^proved by TAMP at Rs.7.50 per tonne in respect of agricultural products may 
be continued. 

(ii) . In order to make the administrative levy structure attractive to the port users, the levy 

for C & F operation may be retained at Rs.40 per tonne instead of Rs 56 per tonne in 
modification of the proposal for C & F charges as contained in Annex - III of the CHPT 
letter dated 13 January 2003. Further, the manual operation was in existence in C & F 
operations when the container terminal was operated by the port. On privatisation of 
the container terminal, there is no need to continue a differential C & F levy In respect 
of manual operations. So, In respect of general cargo like bags, iron and steel, steel 
plants, cases etc., a C & F levy of Rs.40 per tonne irrespective of the nature of 
operation may be approved. 

(iii) . In order to attract more timber logs to CHPT. the consolidated levy of Rs.6 per tonne 

proposed for plot operation for minerals and ores may also be considered to include 
Timber logs. 

8. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also available at our website 
www.tariffauthority.org. 

9. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the case, 
the following position emerges; 

(i). Consequent upon the merger of the erstwhile Madras Dock Labour 8oard with the 
CHPT in May 2001, the levy structure for supply of cargo handling workers as 
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contained in the merger settlement is reportedly being followed by the port at present. 
Since the employees of the erstwhile Dock Labour Board have now become the 
employees of the CHPT, the rates for supply of them for cargo handling work are 
required to be approved by this Authority. This position was pointed out to the CHPT at 
the time of the last general revision of its Scale of Rates, In another proceedings 
relating to fixation of levy charges for agriculture produce, a time limit was fixed for the 
CHPT to submit its comprehensive proposal for review of the existing levy structure. In 
this backdrop, the proposal in reference has been filed by the CHPT. At this juncture, 
this Authority does not like to go into the iegality of CHPT levying charges based on the 
provisions of merger settlement without an explicit approval accorded thereto under the 
provisions of the Major Port Trust Act, The issue taken up for consideration now is to 
review the rates prospectively. 

(ii) . The CHPT has termed the levy as stevedoring charges. At the CHPT, the port does 

not provide the stevedoring services; licensed stevedores engaged by Liners/Agents 
provide such services. The licensed stevedores hire cargo handling workers for the 
operations from the CHPT. The CHPT, therefore, levies charges for supply of workers 
for cargo handling operations. As has been correctly pointed out by the Chennai Port 
Stevedores Association, nomenclature for the charges under review should be charges 
for supply of cargo handling labour for stevedoring and C&F operations. 

(iii) . Manning scales for different commodities and operations are prescribed in the merger 

settlement. The CHPT has also indicated that manning scales for some commodities 
have been subsequently decided. The proposed Scale of Rates submitted by the 
CHPT includes manning scales for different commodities. Some of the users have also 
pointed out the high manning pattern followed at the CHPT and requested this 
Authority to examine this aspect also. It is admitted that wage cost depending on the 
manning scales adopted will have a definite tariff implication. It has to be recognized 
that fixing of manning scales is a port management function and this Authority has no 
jurisdiction in this regard. Nevertheless, if high wage cost due to high manning scale 
pushes tariff to an uncompetitive level, then this Authority will be constrained to 
disallow such excess cost in tariff computation. It is understood that the. Issue* of 
manning scale is already ceased in national level adjudication. Like manning scales, 
datum adopted for payment of piece rate scales wilt have definite tariff Implication. 
Again, such datum are fixed following bilateral discussion between port management 
and labour representatives. The CHPT may initiate action to periodically rationalize the 
datum for different commodities in terms of the provisions contained irt the natlOfial 
level wage agreement. . 

(iv) . The original proposal of the CHPT contains two alternatives for li^ of charges for 

supply of cargo handling workers. The port has initially advoc^ed lOf per tonne rate 
but It has also proposed an alternate arrangement of continuing with the existing 
system of percentage levy conceding to the demand of port users. Most of the port 
users have strongly suggested continuance of the existing method df pwcentage levy. 

This Authority has aiready constituted a national level Working Group to analyse the 
various issues involved in cargo handling workers levy. One Of the issues inv^ved is 
the method of charging. The report of the Working Group is still awaited. 
Nevertheless, the existing percentage levy system at the CHPT may be allowed to 
continue in view of the strong recommendations made therefor by the users. 
Depending on the decision of this Authority on the recommendations of the national 
level Working Group when their report is received, the position at the CHPT wilt be 
reviewed, if necessary. 

(v) . The existing levy structure for supply of cargo handling workers by the CHPT is a mix 

of percentage levy and per tonne rates. The percentage levy also varies for cargo 
handling workers and supervisory staff. The CHPT has proposed a uniform percentage 
levy to avoid any possible cross-subsidisation between different commodities. This 
approach seems to be reasonable. Even though the CHPT had initially proposed a 
percentage levy of 206%, it has been subsequently mutually agreed to reduce this rate 
to a level of 192%. Since both the port and the users have agreed to revised 
percentage levy of 192%, this Authority is inclined to approve this proposal. The 
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uniform percentage levy will apply on the time rate wages of supervisory staff as well 
as workers. When implement^, the revised levy rate will F>rovide relief to the users 
since revised percentage levy is less than the existing levy being charged by the 
CHPT. 

(vi). Under the percentage levy system of charging, time rate wages, a percentage levy 
thereon to cover overheads and piece rate wages depending on output are generally 
recovered from the person v»4io hires cargo handling workers from the port trust / DLB, 
Time wages are periodically adjusted with reference to ^e actual salary levels. The * 
users in this case have made a request to freeze the time wages without periodic 
adjustment so that there will be a certainty in estimation of their financial Implications. 
The CHPT has conceded to the demand of the users in this regard and formulated a 
mutually agreed wage rates. This mutually agreed wage rate takes into account the 
escalation in wages for the next two years. Since the proposed rates in this regard are 
mutually agreed upon, this Authority does not have any reservation in approving them. 

As per the existing practice, piece rate incentives will be charged at actuals. 

(vij). In order to attract agro-products, the CHPT had earlier proposed a separate 
(concessional) per tonne levy. This proposal was approver^ by this Authority in 
February 2003. in case of agricultural produce such as \^eet, rice, maize, pulses, etc 
including sugar in bags or jumbo bags or palletized, a levy of Rs 7.50 per M.T. was 
approved and levy of 230% for on-board supervisors was waived. The CHPT had not 
initially included this provision in the proposal for consideration. If actual wages and 
mutually agreed revised levy of 192% are applied for these agro products, then the . 
cost of handling in their case will go up. Realising this position, the CHPT has 
subsequently vide their letter dated 16 October 2003 requested to maintain the levy 
structure for agro-products as approved by this Authority vide its Order dated 4 
February 2003. This proposal is agreed to. 

(viii). Unlike the case of levy for supply of cargo handling workers for stevedoring activity, no 
consensus could be evolved between the port and users In respect of the charges for 
supply of workers for C&F operations. The port had initially proposed to increase the 
existing per tonne rates. Subsequently, It agreed to apply the same levy structure 
mutually agreed for stevedoring operations. Users, however, demanded that only time 
rate wages should be recovered without any percentage levy thereon. This demand 
does not appear to be fully justified since the port has to recover the overheads, if it is 
not recovered as a part of C&F charges then such expenses need to be included for 
calculation of levy payable for stevedoring operations. 

(ix) . It has to be recognized that charges are recovered for deployment of labour gangs for 

a shift of 8 hours in the percentage levy system. CHPT has made a valid point that 
percentage levy system if applied to C&F operation may not be in the interest of small 
users who take a (telivery dr two or three tmcks only per shift or day. Bearing in mind 
this aspect, it is reasor»abte to continue with tiie existing systerh of per tonne charges 
for supply of cargo handling workers for C&F operation. 

(x) . The CHPT has subsequently vide their letter dated 16 October 2003 requested to 

retain the existing C&F charge of Rs.40/- PMTwithout any increase. It Is to be admitted 
that no cost details are available to justify even the existing rates. But, it has to be 
recognized that the existing rates are in operation for quite sometime now and the 
users have been paying the charges as per the existing rates. Their objection is mainly 
related to notional posting of gangs for direct receipt and delivery operation. In this 
backdrop, this Authority Is inclined to allow the existing rates for supply of workers for 
C&F operation to continue. 

(xi) . In the existing arrangement of charging for C&F operations, there are two rates - 

Rs.40/- PMT for mechanical operation and Rs.70/- PMT for manual operation. These 
charges are leviable on general cargo only for delivery / receipt operations. The CHPT 
has subsequently proposed a single rate of Rs.40/- PMT to continue since maintaining 
differential rate for manual operations is no longer relevant. In view of this position 
explained by the CHPT, a single rate of Rs.40/- PMT is included in the revised Scale of 
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Rates for delivery f receipt operation In respect of general cargo irrespective of mode of 
operation. 

(xii). Apart from charges for C&F operations, the CHPT has also proposed to increase the 
charges for plot operations to Rs.6/- PMT. This charge corresponds to the existing 
charge of Rs.3.75 PMT for delivery / receipt of bulk cargo and ores. Since no cost 
justification is available, the existing rates may continue in this case also. The CHPT 
has requested to bring timber / logs also under this category to attract more volume. It 
Is noteworthy that timber / logs pay C&F charges of Rs.40/- PMT in the existing 
arrangement and the proposed re-classification may benefit such traffic and may serve 
the objective of CHPT to attract this trade, In this backdrop, the proposal of CHPT is 
approved to the limited extent of allowing re-classification in the case of timber/ logs. 

(xiii). It Is a longstanding demand of the users that C&F charges should not be levied in case 
of direct delivery / direct shipment commodities. The CHPT has now conceded to this 
demand and proposed a suitable conditionality in this regard to be introduced in the 
proposed scale of rates. This is approved. 

In another conditionality proposed by the CHPT. It has been mentioned that C&F 
• charges will be levied Ihrous^i all Import applications and expcul applications as 
hitherto being -done’. The merger settlement clearly stipulates about dispensing with 
notional gang postings and notional payments thereof. Keeping in mind the objectives 
of merger of DLB with CHPT. it will be appropriate for the port to levy C&F charges only 
when actual deployment of workers for such operation is made. That being so. the 
proposed conditionalities are amended to indicate that C&F charges will be collected 
through import applications and export applications only when there is actual 
deployment of labour for C&F operations. 

(xiv) . In respect of C&F operations, the CHPT has proposed to levy piece rate incentives to 

workers separately at actuals. This is an existing arrangement which may continue. 
The port has, however, proposed to collect an advance payment of Rs.4/- subject to 
adjustment. The port has explained that piece rate incentives per tonne irrespective of 
cargo works out to Rs.3.60 PMT at the maximum level as per the actual working. 
Including service tax payable, the Port has rounded it off to Rs.4/- PMT. The proposal 
in this regard is approved. It Is relevant here to point out that time limit for refund of 
penal interest for delay as per the general prescription made by this Authority will apply 
in this case also. 

(xv) . In line with the common policy decision already taken, the rates approved in this case 

will only be ceiling rates. The CHPT, if it desires, can charge lower rates depending on 
the requirements. 

(xvi) . The rates approved will remain valid for a period of two years from the date of the 

nottfication of the Order in this case in the Gazette of India. For good reasons, ahead 
of schedule review will also be entertained. 


10. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority approves insertion of a new chapter in the Scale of Rates of Chennai Port Trust 
prescribing the rates and the conditionalities governing supply of cargo handling workers and 
supervisory staff for operations as in the Annex appended hereto. 


A. L. B(JN(itRWAJ<,Chatnnan 
I ADVr. M I/rV/ 14S/2003/FAiy. ] 
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CHAPTER - Vll 


Annex 


Charges for Supply of Cargo Handling Workers and Supervisory Staff 
Scale 1 - Stevedoring Operations: 

(i). The time rate wages of different categories of workers for the purpose of stevedoring 
operations are as follows: 


No. 

Category 

Wage rate per shift of 8 
hours (in Rs.) 

1. 

On Board Supervisor 

725.37 

2. 

Tally Clerk 

626.02 

3. 

Tindal 

513.13 

4. 

Maistry 

517.48 

5. 

Winch Driver 

491.71. 

6. 

Signal Man 

488.44 

7. 

Mazdoor 

513.17 


(ii). The stevedores shall pay charges comprising time rate wages and 192% levy on wages for 
stevedoring operations prior to the engagement of labour. 

(iil). (a). The levy structure mentioned at clause (it) shall not apply in case of agricultural 
produce such as wheat, rice, maize, pulses, etc., including sugar in bags or jumbo 
bags or^sailaties. 

(b). Such commodities will pay a charge of Rs.7,50 PMT for deployment of cargo handling 
workers and supervisory staff for stevedoring operations. 

(iv) . The piece-rate incentive shall be paid at actuals separately; 

(v) . Time limit for payment of charges by users / refund of excess collection by port as well as levy 

of penal interest for delay will be governed by the provisions prescribed in Chapter -1 of this 
Scale of Rates. 

(vi) . Whenever any additional man power is required by stevedores, actual wages In respect of the 

category of the workers Intended shall be payable by them in addition to the levy. 

(vii) . While calculating the piece-rate, the datum wiB not be adjusted, according to effective hours of 

working, i.e., there will be no idle hour concept The datum will be taken as full tonnage for the 
entire shift without any deduction. 

(viii). The Tonnage of Heaviy Lift cargoes will be taken as 7 Tons/Unit for calculation of piece rate 
and for other purposes hitherto adopted. 

(ix) . The Mazdoor posted in the Gang will be distributectfor on shore and on board work as per the 

operational convenience. 

(x) . In case of shortage of Maistry, the Tindal may be posted in his place. Whenever Tindal is in 

shortage, Maistrles vwll be posted only to bulk vessels of Fertilisers and Ore, where shore crane 
is put into use (where there is no posting of Winch Drivers). 

(xi) . One Reliever up to 3 Hooks and 2 relievers for 3 Hooks and above will be posted in the 

categories of Winch Drivers/Signallers/ Tally Clerks per shift per vessel. 

(xii) . One Supervisor will be posted upto 1 Hook and 2 Supervisors for 2 or more hooks per shift per 

vessel. 
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Scale 2 - Clearing & Forwarding Operations 


Nature of Cargo 

Levy per tonne (in Rs.) 

Deliverv / Receiot 


(a). 

General Cargo 

40.00 


Bulk cargo, ore and timber / logs 

3.75 


Conditions: 

1. The applicable C&F will be collected through Import Applications and Export 
Applications when there is actual deployment of labour for C & F operations and no 
separate wages will be collected for this work. 

2. The above rates do not include piece rate incentive. The piece rate incentive shall be 
calculated by CHPT, after completion of delivery / receipt and this is payable by the 
users, In addition to the above C&F charges. 

3. A sum of Rs.4/- per tonne will be collected in advance In addition to the above towards 
piece rate incentive for C & F operations which will be adjusted against the actual piece 
rate calculated by CHPT. Time Limit for refund / payment and payment of penal 
interest in case of delay will apply as prescribed by TAMP in the General Condition in 
Chapter -1 of this Scale of Rates. 

4. Whenever any additional man power is required by stevedores, actual ^ges in 
respect of the category of workers Indented shall be payable by them in addition to the 
levy. 

5. For inter-carting operations, the same rates as applicable for C & F operation will be 
collected. 

6 For receipt delivery work of general cargo, gangs will be posted at various points and 
will work for different employers in the given shift. However, a separate gang of 4 
mazdoors for bagged cargo will be deployed on request from the Employer with prior 
intimation to foe shift section. 

7 Wherever CHPT has permitted Direct Delivery / Direct Shipment, no charges towards 
C&F operation is payable for such quantity, which is directly delivered from the hook 
point or directly shipped without the use of CHPT labour. 
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